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Board  of  Water  Well  Contractors 


May  1990 


•oard  Activities 
for  1989 


J 


Current 
licensees: 

New 

applications: 


Examinations 
given: 


1 74  water  well  contractors 
22  water  well  drillers 
170  monitoring  well  constructors 

13  water  well  contractors 
3  water  well  drillers  applications 
127  monitoring  well  constructors  - 
78  were  from  currently  licensed 
water  well  contractors 

10  water  well  contractors,  9  passed 
3  water  well  drillers,  1  passed 


The  Board  held  6  meetings  and  published  2  newsletters. 
Accomplishments  included  adoption  of  monitoring  well 
construction  standards,  fee  changes,  and  a  legislative  change  in 
the  monitoring  statute.  The  change  allowed  licensed  water 
well  contractors  and  other  individuals  who  were  currently 
working  in  the  monitoring  well  industry  to  obtain  monitoring 
well  constructors  licenses  without  examination. 

Sixteen  complaints  were  filed  as  follows: 

1.  One  well  owner  complained  of  pump  problems  and  a 
frozen  well  due  to  cold  weather.  The  well  owner  alleged 
improper  construction  of  the  well.  No  action  was  taken 
against  the  contractor  because  the  Board  determined 
there  were  no  construction  violations.  The  problems 
were  due  to  improper  pump  installation,  over  which  the 
Board  has  no  jurisdiction. 

2.  Another  complaint  came  in  of  a  well  that  was  not 
grouted  completely  to  the  surface.  Field  investigation 
revealed  that  the  contractor  involved  had  left  the  top  6 
feet  open  on  one  side  of  the  casing  to  allow  for 
installation  of  the  pitless  adaptor.  The  contractor  had  left 
a  bag  of  bentonite  for  the  well  owner  to  put  in  the  hole 
after  the  pitless  was  installed.  Further  investigation  in  the 
area  revealed  well  violations  in  wells  drilled  by  two  other 
contractors.  One  had  a  void  in  the  grout  at  the  surface  of 
the  well,  down  to  6  feet;  on  the  other  well,  the  contractor 
had  failed  to  install  a  proper  cap.  The  well  was  capped 
with  a  bucket  and  a  rock.  All  three  contractors  were 
contacted  and  the  problems  were  corrected. 


3.  A  complaint  was  filed  because  a  well  failed  to  clear 
and  did  not  produce  the  water  volume  stated  on  the  log. 
A  field  investigation  was  completed.  The  contractor  was 
required  to  return  to  the  site  to  drill  the  well  deeper  and 
to  develop  the  well  to  remove  the  fine  particles.  No 
further  action  was  taken. 

4.  A  well  owner  paid  for  the  depth  stated  on  the  Well 
Log  Report.  Another  contractor  came  in  to  clean  out  the 
well  and  found  the  well  was  not  as  deep  as  the  log  stated, 
nor  was  the  screen  set  at  the  level  indicated.  A  field 
investigation,  which  included  an  independent 
measurement,  was  completed.  The  original  contractor 
was  ordered  to  refund  the  difference  in  depth.  Action  is 
still  pending. 

5.  A  well  was  contaminated  due  to  improper 
construction.  A  field  investigation  was  completed  which 
indicated  there  were  violations.  The  contractor  met  with 
the  Board  and  was  advised  to  clean  up  the  problem.  He 
has  since  let  his  license  lapse.  An  action  was  filed  against 
the  bond  in  place  at  the  time  of  drilling.  The  bonding 
company  has  requested  estimates  to  either  repair  the 
existing  well  or  drill  a  new  well  and  will  use  the  bond  to 
pay  for  the  work  to  be  done. 

6.  A  well  owner  alleged  improper  well  construction.  A 
field  investigation  was  completed,  indicating  no  apparent 
violations,  and  no  action  was  taken. 

7.  An  individual  was  installing  wells  for  the  Hutterite 
Colonies  without  a  license.  Discussions  were  held  with 
the  county  attorney,  Board  of  Oil  and  Gas  (because  the 
individual  was  saying  these  were  oil  and  gas  exploration 
holes),  and  the  sanitarian  on  contract  with  the  colonies. 
The  sanitarian  wrote  a  letter  to  the  colony  elders 
advising  them  that  they  could  not  use  the  individual  until 
he  obtained  a  license.  The  problem  seems  to  have  been 
resolved. 

8.  A  complaint  was  filed  on  a  public  well,  which  worked 
for  a  period  of  time,  alleging  improper  construction. 
Apparently,  it  has  an  obstruction.  A  field  investigation 
was  completed.  It  appears  the  responsibility  for  the 
construction  rests  with  all  three  parties  involved  —  the 


engineering  firm  which  designed  the  well,  the  contractor 
:  ■       who  drilled  the  well,  and  the  well  owner.  Action  is  still 
pending. 

9.  A  well  owner  claimed  he  had  been  billed  in  excess  of 
the  cost  for  the  well  which  had  been  verbally  agreed 
upon.  A  general  contractor  was  involved  and  no  action 
was  taken  by  the  Board,  as  the  well  construction  met 
minimum  standards.  The  complaint  was  referred  to 
Consumer  Affairs  under  the  Department  of  Commerce 
for  possible  assistance. 

10.  A  complaint  was  filed  on  a  well  that  was  allowed  to 
flow.  The  property  was  being  sold  and  the  well  had  to  be 
controlled  prior  to  sale.  A  field  investigation  was 
conducted.  The  problem  is  being  worked  out  between 
the  individuals  involved. 

1 1.  Two  individuals  paid  for  wells,  which  were  not 
drilled.  The  contractor  had  let  his  license  lapse.  A  field 
investigation  was  completed,  which  found  the  contractor 
drilling  another  well  without  a  renewed  license.  The 
contractor  has  since  disappeared.  The  bonding  company 
paid  the  two  individuals  out  of  the  bond  in  place  at  the 
time  the  money  was  paid  for  the  wells  to  be  drilled. 

12.  A  complaint  was  filed  against  a  water  well  contractor 
for  failure  to  file  well  logs  within  the  time  allocated 
under  85-2-516,  MCA.  The  contractor  has  been  notified 
that  continued  failure  to  file  well  log  reports  in  a  timely 
manner  will  result  in  the  contractor  being  called  before 
the  Board. 

1 3.  A  contractor  guaranteed  water,  but  not  enough  water 
was  produced  to  supply  the  home,  unless  the  well  owner 
installed  a  water  storage  unit.  The  Board  contacted  the 
contractor,  informing  him  that  while  no  violations  of  the 
construction  standards  had  occurred,  it  is  not  good 
business  practice  to  guarantee  water.  Civil  action  was 
taken  by  the  contractor. 

14.  A  well  was  constructed,  but  has  not  cleared.  The  well 
driller  is  reluctant  to  come  back  and  correct  the  problem. 
A  field  investigation  was  completed.  The  contractor  has 
been  ordered  to  return  and  correct  the  problem  or  he 
will  face  possible  bond  forfeiture  and  license  revocation. 
This  was  also  a  public  well  constructed  without  prior 
approval  from  the  Department  of  Health  and 
Environmental  Sciences. 

15.  A  well  was  drilled,  but  did  not  clear  up.  The 
contractor  had  returned,  drilled  deeper,  and  replaced  the 
pump,  but  the  problem  remains.  Action  is  pending 
further  information. 

1 6.  A  well  was  drilled  in  an  area  of  heaving  sand  and  the 
casing  was  perforated.  The  well  is  inoperable.  The 
contractor  has  been  ordered  to  refund  money  or  drill  a 
new  well.  Final  action  is  still  pending. 

Diana  made  a  trip  to  the  Kalispell  area  and  found  several  sites 
where  crews  were  working,  but  no  licensed  driller  or 
contractor  was  present.  Some  of  those  problems  have  been 
resolved.  She  visited  12  contractors  and  10  well  sites.  Dave 
Schmidt  of  the  Kalispell  DNRC  Water  Rights  Field  Office, 
accompanied  Diana  on  part  of  the  visits. 


The  DNRC  Water  Rights  Field  Offices  conducted 
approximately  46  field  investigations  relating  to  complaints. 
Office  staff  checked  for  licenses  and  well  log  violations,  and 
visited  sites  to  supply  information,  etc. 

The  Board  is  currently  working  with  the  Department  of 
Natural  Resources  and  Conservation  for  possible  adoption  of 
abandonment  rules  applying  to  well  owners. 

PLEASE  NOTE! ! ! 

Some  contractors  are  not  grouting  the  top  6  to  8  feet  of  the 
well  to  avoid  having  to  dig  the  grout  out  when  the  pitless 
adaptor  is  installed.  Section  36.21.654  requires  a  minimum  of 
grout  which  is  to  start  at  the  ground  surface  and  extend  18  feet 
below  the  ground.  The  Board  has  discussed  this  at  length  and 
determined  the  rule  should  remain  as  it  currently  reads  and 
that  the  top  6  to  8  feet  of  the  well  must  be  grouted,  regardless 
of  whether  a  pitless  adaptor  is  to  be  installed.  The  Board  is 
concerned  that  in  some  cases  the  pitless  adaptor  may  not  be 
installed  for  a  period  of  time  and  the  possibility  exists  that 
surface  contamination  could  enter  the  well  and  contaminate  an 
aquifer.  Failure  to  comply  with  this  rule  is  a  violation  of  the 
minimum  water  well  construction  standards  and  could  result 
in  action  against  the  contractor's  license. 

Public  wells,  which  include  wells  serving  towns,  subdivisions, 
trailer  courts,  cafes,  campgrounds,  bars,  etc.,  must  have 
approval  from  the  Department  of  Health  and  Environmental 
Sciences  before  being  drilled.  If  you  are  asked  to  drill  a  well 
that  may  be  a  public  well,  advise  the  client  that  the  well  must 
have  prior  DHES  approval.  One  indication  that  a  well  may  be 
public  would  be  a  large  capacity. 

Wells  that  are  intended  to  divert  100  gpm  or  more  must  have  a 
Water  Use  Permit  or  Interim  Permit  to  use  that  quantity  of 
water.  Field  Office  personnel  can  assist  you  in  these  areas. 

Monitoring  Well  Abandonment 

In  the  January  1990  newsletter,  an  article  was  included  that 
outlined  an  abandonment  rule  for  monitoring  wells.  No 
comments  or  testimony  were  offered  with  regard  to  the  rule.  It 
became  effective  on  April  13,  1990.  An  updated  sheet  for  your 
gray  book  of  law  and  rules  is  enclosed.  It  can  be  inserted  as  the 
last  page  in  your  current  book.  Should  you  have  any  questions 
regarding  the  rule  or  the  rule  book,  please  contact  the  Board  of 
Water  Well  Contractors  office  in  Helena. 

Wells  of  100  GPM  or  More 

The  Department  of  Natural  Resources  and  Conservation  is 
receiving  Well  Log  Reports  for  wells  that  have  been  tested  at  a 
rate  of  100  gallons  per  minute  or  more.  It  is  illegal  to  divert 
water  from  any  well  at  a  rate  of  100  gpm  or  more  unless  the 
owner  of  the  property  has  a  Water  Use  Permit  or  an  Interim 
Permit  for  testing  purposes  in  his  possession,  in  accordance 
with  Montana  Water  Law,  Title  85,  Chapter  2,  Section  306. 

It  is  suggested  that  you,  as  a  driller,  protect  yourself  by  making 
sure  the  property  owner  has  the  proper  permit  before  you 
divert  water  of  100  gpm  or  more. 

As  a  further  reminder,  it  is  necessary  to  file  an  Aquifer  Test 
Data  Sheet  with  your  Well  Log  Report  for  any  well  intended  to 
yield  100  gpm  or  more.  ARM  36.21.364,  subsection  (4) 
requires  a  test  of  at  least  eight  hours  for  wells  of  this  type. 

{ Continued  on  insert) 


Helena  Field  Office  Profile 


Have  you  found  yourself  wondering  lately  if  there  is  a  list  of 
well  depths  for  all  wells  in  the  area  you  are  drilling?  Is  there 
some  way  to  find  out  about  all  the  water  rights  too?  The 
Helena  Field  Office  of  the  Water  Rights  Bureau,  Department 
of  Natural  Resources  and  Conservation  handles  questions  like 
these  every  day.  The  office  is  in  the  Lee  Metcalf  building,  1520 
East  6th  Avenue  in  Helena.  One  of  the  nine  field  offices  in  the 
state,  the  Helena  office  covers  Broadwater,  Beaverhead,  Deer 
Lodge,  Jefferson,  Lewis  and  Clark,  Silver  Bow,  and  Powell 
Counties.  Water  rights  appropriations  (both  certificates  and 
permits),  water  rights  transfers,  and  historical  claims 
examination  are  just  a  sample  of  the  activities  handled  by  the 
staff. 

Field  Office  Manager  T.  J.  Reynolds  has  been  providing 
leadership  to  this  office  for  14  years.  Prior  to  that  he  worked  on 
the  Water  Resources  Survey  for  6  years.  He  has  worked  on  the 
adjudication  process  and  on  new  appropriations,  and  has 
additional  experience  at  the  U.S.  Geological  Survey.  Besides 
coordinating  all  office  activities,  T.  J.'s  day  to  day 
responsibilities  include  preparing  the  budget,  attending 
hearings,  and  conducting  field  investigations  of  water  well  and 
driller  complaints.  As  many  of  you  may  already  know,  T.  J.  is 
also  involved  with  enforcing  well  construction  standards  set  by 
the  Board  of  Water  Well  Contractors  rules.  Beside  his  broad 
knowledge  of  water  issues  (having  helped  develop  water  law 
legislation),  one  of  T.  J.'s  best  talents  is  uncovering  hard  to  find 
information. 

All  of  the  field  office  activities  can  be  broken  down  into 
roughly  two  sections:  New  Appropriations  and  Adjudication. 
The  Adjudication  (SB- 76)  Program  examines  all  water  right 
claims  prior  to  July  1,  1973.  Some  of  these  claims  are  as  old  as 
the  1860s  and  have  a  lot  of  history  behind  them.  Four  staff 
members,  Ron  Schofield,  Kathy  Arndt,  Tracy  Grover,  and 
Marshall  Sewell,  are  responsible  for  examining  these  claims 
and  preparing  them  for  decree  by  the  Water  Court. 

Heading  up  SB-76  is  Ron  Schofield,  Water  Rights  Specialist. 
He  has  been  with  the  Helena  Field  Office  for  one  and  a  half 
years.  Ron  provides  supervision  and  organization  to  the  SB-76 
staff,  does  claims  examination,  and  represents  the  department 
in  conferences  and  hearings  at  the  Water  Court.  Ron's 
experience  includes  managing  two  irrigation  projects.  He  is 
very  familiar  with  our  local  farming  community  and  is  active 
in  several  other  organizations  concerning  water  resources. 

Kathy  Arndt,  Water  Rights  Technician,  has  been  with  SB-76 
the  longest.  She  has  worked  at  the  Helena  Field  Office  for  two 
years  and  was  with  the  Glasgow  Field  Office  for  four  years. 
Claim  examination  and  a  broad  knowledge  of  all  aspects  of  the 
Water  Rights  Bureau  are  Kathy's  specialty.  She  knows  the 
history  of  these  programs  and  how  they  have  evolved.  Kathy 
also  enjoys  dealing  with  the  public  and  is  very  good  at 
explaining  complicated  SB-76  guidelines. 

Tracy  Grover,  a  Water  Rights  Technician,  has  been  with  the 
office  about  three  months.  Her  duties  are  claim  examination, 
computer  programming,  and  groundwater  level  monitoring. 
Tracy's  background  includes  work  with  the  U.S.  Geological 
Survey  as  a  Hydrologic  Field  Assistant  and  at  the  Department 
of  Agriculture.  She  looks  forward  to  getting  to  know  this  part 
of  Montana. 


Marshall  Sewell,  Water  Rights  Technician,  has  also  been  with 
our  office  for  a  couple  of  months.  Besides  claim  examination, 
Marshall  helps  handle  all  the  water  right  transfers  for  both 
programs.  If  any  aspect  of  ownership  has  changed  on  a  water 
right,  Marshall  is  a  good  one  to  contact.  He  has  'hands  on' 
experience  with  farming  and  with  claiming  water  rights,  and  is 
very  knowledgeable  of  irrigation  systems. 

The  New  Appropriation  Program  has  two  employees:  Jim  Beck 
and  Greg  Van  Voast.  New  appropriations  are  water  rights 
appropriated  after  July  1,  1973,  including  water  rights  changes 
and  applications  for  permits  (wells  of  100  gallons  per  minute 
or  more)  and  certificates  (less  than  100  gallons  per  minute). 
Although  this  section  does  include  surface  water  rights  and 
dam  safety  inspections,  the  majority  of  work  is  done  on 
groundwater  related  activity. 

Agricultural  Specialist  Jim  Beck  has  been  with  the  field  office 
for  the  last  eight  years.  Jim's  duties  include  permitting,  changes 
in  water  rights,  objection  investigation,  and  verification  (final 
examination).  Jim's  background  in  engineering  makes  him 
uniquely  qualified  to  conduct  workshops  for  the  public  on 
agricultural  issues  concerning  water  rights.  He  is  also 
responsible  for  dam  safety  inspection  and  investigations  on 
potential  problem  areas  of  water  use. 

Greg  Van  Voast,  Water  Rights  Specialist,  helps  review  new 
permit  applications  for  water  rights.  He  also  handles  changes 
of  water  rights  and  does  field  investigations  on  complaints  of 
adverse  water  use.  A  change  in  water  rights  would  include 
moving  a  pump  to  a  new  location  or  irrigating  a  different 
parcel  of  land.  Greg  has  been  with  this  office,  and  new 
appropriations,  for  1 5  years  and  knows  a  great  deal  about  the 
water  right  change  and  permitting  procedures. 

Enabling  the  field  office  to  run  in  an  efficient  and  orderly 
manner  is  Eunice  Graham,  Program  Assistant.  Working  as 
both  secretary  and  receptionist,  Eunice  also  handles  the  notices 
of  completion  for  wells  being  beneficially  used  for  less  than 
100  gallons  per  minute.  Besides  being  one  of  the  fastest  typists 
in  town,  Eunice  knows  the  Notice  of  Completion  of 
Groundwater  Appropriation  forms  backward  and  forward.  She 
has  been  with  our  office  for  seven  years. 

The  staff  at  the  Helena  Field  Office  welcomes  inquiries  about 
the  information  that  is  available  to  the  public.  We  encourage 
you  to  stop  by  and  find  out  more  about  us  and  what  we  can  do 
for  you. 

Variances 

We  want  to  remind  you  again  that  there  is  a  provision  in  the 
minimum  standards  for  water  wells  that  covers  unusual 
situations  which  might  arise  when  you  are  drilling  a  well.  This 
section  provides  that  a  variance  must  be  obtained  BEFORE 
constructing  a  well  that  does  not  meet  minimum  standards. 
The  contractor  must  request  the  variance  from  the  Board  of 
Water  Well  Contractor's  office  in  writing.  The  request  must 
contain: 

(a)  the  purpose  of  the  well  construction; 

(b)  the  location  of  the  well; 

(c)  the  name  and  address  of  the  well  owner; 


Not  only  an  American  symbol . . . 

Across  the  world,  people  denied  the  opportunity  to  vote  in  free 
elections  are  getting  their  first  taste  of  real  democracy. 

In  America,  we've  long  had  the  right  to  vote. 
Yet  this  year,  over  60  million  Americans  will 
not  vote  because  they  did  not  register. 

The  process  is  simple.  Just  fill  out  a  registration  card  and  mail 
it  to  your  county  clerk  and  recorder.  Cards  are  available  at  your 
county  courthouse,  or  contact  Secretary  of  State  Mike  Cooney 
at  the  state  Capitol. 

In  1990,  join  your  neighbors  across  the  world. 
// you  want  your  vote  to  register 


—  register  to  vote. 


(Con  timed  from  front  of  insert) 

(d)  the  distance  to  the  nearest  well,  septic  tank, 
drainfield,  or  other  hazardous  wastes  —  surface  or 

-s^  subsurface; 

(e)  the  unusual  conditions  existing  at  the  well  site; 

(f)  the  reasons  that  compliance  with  the  rules  for 
minimum  standards  will  not  result  in  a  satisfactory 
well; 

(g)  the  proposed  standards  that  the  water  well 
contractor  believes  will  be  adequate  for  his 
particular  well;  and 

(h)  a  drawing  with  written  explanation  showing  the 
pertinent  features  of  the  proposed  well  design  and 
construction. 

The  Board  office  will  act  promptly  on  all  requests.  Applying 
for  the  variance  before  constructing  a  well  that  will  not  meet 
minimum  standards  could  prevent  you  from  having  to  return 
and  construct  the  well  to  minimum  standards  or  having  action 
taken  against  your  license.  Variances  are  not,  however,  granted 
in  cases  where  the  water  well  contractor  cannot  meet  the 
criteria  outlined  above.  In  other  words,  a  variance  will  not  be 
granted  because  a  particular  contractor  doesn't  want  to  comply 
with  Board  law  and  rules. 

License  Renewal 

^  As  it  will  soon  be  time  to  renew  your  licenses,  we  thought  this 
would  be  a  good  time  to  explain  the  renewal  process.  Usually, 
license  renewal  notices  are  sent  out  on  May  10  of  each  year, 
giving  you  lots  of  time  to  send  in  the  renewal  notice  and  fee 
before  your  current  license  expires  on  June  30. 

Section  37-43-307,  MCA,  provides  that  any  license  which  is 
not  renewed  by  June  30  is  considered  suspended.  If  the  license 
remains  suspended  for  more  than  30  days  after  July  1,  it  is 
considered  revoked.  However,  before  revoking  the  license,  the 
Board  will  send  a  notice  to  the  licensee  of  its  intent  to  revoke. 
If  the  license  has  not  been  renewed  within  10  days  after  receipt 
of  that  notice,  it  is  automatically  revoked  and  cannot  be 
reinstated  without  payment  of  the  application  fee  and 
successful  completion  of  the  appropriate  exam. 

Board  rule  ARM  36.21.415  also  provides  that  any  licensee  who 
has  not  renewed  his  license  by  July  10  will  pay  a  $55  late  fee. 
You  will  want  to  keep  these  dates  in  mind  when  you  renew 
your  licenses. 

The  form  this  year  will  have  appropriate  sections  for 
monitoring  well  constructors,  water  well  contractors,  water 
well  contractors  who  have  the  monitoring  well  constructors 
endorsement,  and  water  well  drillers. 


The  endorsement  applies  only  to  those  contractors  who 
completed  an  application  for  the  endorsement,  paid  the  fee, 
and  furnished  a  bond  covering  both  water  well  and  monitoring 
well  drilling.  These  applications  were  required  to  be  submitted 
before  December  31,  1989.  If  you  are  a  water  well  contractor 
and  you  did  not  apply  prior  to  that  date,  you  are  not  allowed  to 
install  monitoring  wells  unless  there  is  a  licensed  monitoring 
well  constructor  on  site. 

As  of  January  1,  1990,  any  applicant  who  applies  for  a  water 
well  contractors  license  is  automatically  allowed  to  install  both 
water  wells  and  monitoring  wells.  Therefore,  the  applicant 
must  take  the  50-question  monitoring  well  examination,  along 
with  the  regular  contractors  exam.  Again,  the  bond  must  cover 
both  water  well  and  monitoring  well  construction. 

If  you  have  questions  after  you  receive  your  renewal  form  in 
May,  please  contact  the  Board  office  in  Helena. 

Flowing  Wells 

The  November  1988  newsletter  contained  an  article  on 
flowing  wells  and  dry  holes.  Because  reports  of  flowing  wells 
are  still  coming  into  the  Board  office,  as  well  as  the  DNRC 
Water  Rights  Bureau  Field  Offices,  we  are  again  covering  the 
regulations  on  flowing  wells. 

Board  of  Water  Well  Contractors  Rule  36.21.658  requires  that 
when  artesian  water  is  encountered  in  a  well,  the  casing  shall 
be  sealed  to  prevent  surface  and  subsurface  leakage  from  the 
artesian  zone.  The  well  must  be  equipped  with  a  control  valve 
if  it  flows  at  the  surface,  and  must  be  completed  with  seals, 
packers,  and  neat  cement  grout  to  eliminate  leakage  around  the 
well  casing. 

The  rule  also  requires  that  the  driller  cannot  remove  his 
drilling  rig  from  the  well  site  until  the  leakage  has  been 
completely  stopped,  unless  he  has  obtained  approval  from 
the  Board  of  Water  Well  Contractors  for  temporary 
removal. 

Section  85-2-505,  MCA,  also  requires  all  flowing  wells  to  be 
capped  or  equipped  with  valves  to  stop  the  flow  of  water  when 
it  is  not  put  to  beneficial  use. 

Before  requesting  a  release  from  the  Board  to  remove  the  rig,  it 
must  be  made  clear  to  the  well  owner  that  the  law  requires  all 
flowing  wells  to  be  capped  or  controlled.  It  is  suggested  that 
the  water  well  contractor  have  the  well  owner  sign  a  release 
stating  the  above  information  has  been  fully  explained.  The 
reason  for  removing  the  rig  must  be  fully  explained  to  the 
Board  when  making  the  request. 

Keep  in  mind  that  if  you  do  not  control  the  flow  or  prevent 
leakage  when  encountering  an  artesian  formation  that  flows  at 
the  surface,  an  action  can  be  filed  against  your  bond.  The  bond 
can  then  be  collected  upon  to  pay  for  controlling  the  well. 


For  further  information 
on  any  of  the  material 
contained  herein  contact: 
Diana  C.  Cutler,  Program  Specialist 
Board  of  Water  Weil  Contractors 
1 520  East  Sixth  Avenue 
Helena,  MT  59620 
(406)  444-6643 
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(406)  444-6643 


